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FE Amendment to March Monthly Report far Activity from February 1 through February 28, 200G filed Januany 22, 2008
for Committes #C00285695 Libetarian MNational Cammittee

The fallowing is 8 stabement of a Libertarian Mational Commitbes employes documenting the difficulties encountered while
filing the March 20, 2005 report.

Here iz the statement of what happened from O3M1S/05 through 0371805 as reported ta Will, the FEC Reports Analyst, on
Q2105

Cn 03805 | had spent most of the day on the phone with Eliza and 3ebene in tech support &t MO which supponts the FEZ
File program. In order to do thie she had me email all of the files we created to uplead data inte FECFILE along with &

cagy of our DCIL.OCF Ale creabed by our FECFILE pragram =o she could do the same steps as | at the same time and walk me ;
threugh the program.

ur file appears ta be carrupted on their systen and we have gone through =everal =teps to try to manually fix the
file.

The firzt error problem that occurred wae that more than 57 [aet and firet names on the 1163) report where missing. They
are not eure why they were miseing since after sending my .cav file the FECFILE upload files that contain all receipts
and disbursementg) to them — both of ug cauld =ee all the spaces were filled. Howewver, when vou laaked at the receipts
repart via the FECFILE system there wene several blank names and multiple duplication of names.

They noticed that there was alsa duplicetion of names an the individuals -organizations list as well. In addition, there

were numercus blank names. Sebene had sttempted 1o heve someons read the eode to see why this happened and how this
ocourred  howeser, all they could determine was perhaps something was wrong with our FECFILE program and suggested we
ncte uninetall it and reinstall it again.

WYWe tried sevaral steps with the data including deleting the blank names -- which cleared 7 of the 87 initial emors. Ve

then tried merging duplicate names — which did net do any good since most of the duplication appeansd o re-appear
AGAIN even after closing and saving the repan ance the initial deletions were made. Sebene aould nat explain why names
that were deleted -- would then reappear AFTER we had sawved the file.

Fer bech support's instructions, we also tried deleting the entire repont for 03720 but all that did was to add more
duplication once we redid it since the arginal info remained on their files at their end.

WWe then looked again at the Individual/Organization list and started ta change the type of all the ones with na names or
no names and ne address and individual donors with no names and no address. That actually reduced the errers to & total
of 26, The validation repart now said that wse needed to specify an address. If v changed the emity type to semething
&lza — then we got another type of error. Sa we did not Ainizh the processzes af cleaning thesa entrieg without names.

Again, she tried Ioading our file on her end imMo an updated version of FECFILE and that did nothing -- same emors.

It was mentioned that it wauld have been poszible to manually delete sither all the ertries under receipts and then ta
relcad the o=y file again, or delete all the duplicate and triplicate entries. This approach, ag mentioned abowe, did
not really oo much 1o reducs the ermers. In fact, we began to get a different type of emor on the validation repo.

The ather main prablem appears ta be the fact that we could not delsete even blank narmes with na addre=s from the
Individualrg file. Alkhough we could manually merge each one together with the ned on the list bwo by two, it proved
o be a Iong process immlving multiple hours of wark,
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Finally, the .csy dishursemerts filke did not properly 0ad and Sebene could not explain why. She has copiss of all our
ooy files and zaid they [ooked fine. The .cev log preduced some wamings but no errore and ehe got the same result.

Sebene had me re-send her all my .cev files alang with the [atest DCI.OCF fle (gince | ended up with fewer errors than
she did). She was able b wark & litthe more with them and talk me through what nesded to be done e pet an emor free
validation and send them to the FEG since noone was available at the FEC to give us an extension & Monday to further
fix the problems.

She said it would be up to the FEC Fwe could even amend what wert through. She said evervthing we did over the last
s days and all the problems we had were baen noted on their log in our Committes.

She appeared to think it was pure luck that the file went through at all and that we were able bo get rid af the ,
validation «mers, anc that we should not try 1o repair this paricular file any lenger. Perhaps v wolld have better
gk nest manth with & fresh starn,

20in short --what you hawe, due o duplication and triplication of donor s names, is highly overstabed for reczipts
while showing zero for disbursements. 0On the other hand the manually ermtered dehits and obligations are right on the
maney. e had submitted the csv upload flee to Tech Suppat who venfied that the files were fomatted correctly and
should have uplcaded without emors.

Will, eur FEC analyst, retumed later that week abaut 0325/ and was going to forward aur info ke their head tech guy
who was on vacation until late March or early April. AL some point [ater he told me that the file could net be erased
and that the actionz =uggested by the tech suppart at the FEC causad the duplication and triplication problems. It was
his suggestion 1o seek cutside help to fix our FEC File program and data, which we then did.

End of Emploves Stabement}

In =ummary, &= has been documented in Mermo Entries to the ariginal report, amendments, in Mizcallaneous Electronic
Submigsion Famn (Fomn D85 filed on 122008, in numerous telephone galls, suppert reguests, and discussions with the
Federal Election Commission, the Commities has had dificulty upleading and reconding data into its FECFILE data file.
The same data file has been in use by the Committee since January 1, 2003, and has become large, difficult bo use, and
pmone 2 comuption. In the above mertionsd epor, this problem resulted in the contrbutions being eeorded in

triplicate and the dishursements not being recorded. It also resulted in a memo ertry causing a text ermr which

rendered the file unusahble until the ermr was corrected from within the data file. The process of correcting this data

haz rezulted in & decrease an Ling 110d) by $197,373.00 and an increase of Line 32 of 124,454 BE and 3 decrease of Line
B of $317.537.84.
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